Dec 



u w.. — ✓ v — / M v — / 

'i 2' .J-jit ns £ Tiny / 30 Rdckofo i?f Plj.\i .' NetfYork. N.Y. lOOTO / BROADCASTING'S LARGtST NLV.S ORGANIZATION 



'TODAY’ : NOW IN ITS 18TH YEAR 



FORMER SECRETARY OF STATE DEAN RUSK/ IN A FIVE -PART EXCLUSIVE 
'TODAY' INTERVIEW -(MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY, NEXT WEEK) TO GIVE 
HIS VIEWS OF 8 YEARS IN OFFICE AND DISCUSS FOREIGN RELATIONS 



Former Secretary of State Dean Rusk will appraise his eight 
years in office and discuss his views on current and future problems 
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confronting the United States in foreign relations, when he appears in 
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an exclusive, five -part interview on "Today" colorcasts over the NBC 
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Television Network during . the , week of March 24-28 (Monday through 
Friday, 7-9 a.m. NYT) . 
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Mr. Rusk will be seen each morning that week during the 
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7:30-8 a.m. NYT, segment of-'theNBC News program/ •' Barbara Walters 
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conducted the in-depth interview with the : former Cabinet member. 
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interview was ^ 1 med ' i!n Washington,- 1 Dl C. It ±s the 
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first such exclusive TV interview that Mr : . Rusk has granted since 
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leaving office. 

On "Today, " Mr . Rusic wlll speak'. oh many facets of U. S, 
foreign policy, past and px;eseht/7and'li[is' views; range Trora his personal 
role as Secretary of State to; his ( thoughts on', the /future !of U.S.V 
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foreign policy. He will /also^, analyze the Bay of Pigs, and Cuban crises 
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and the Johnson administrations policy- iih : Vietnam.; ///% 7 . .y 
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OPENING Parti First Day 

WALTERS: Mr. Secretary, may I thank you first of all for appearing on 
the TODAY Show and for giving us what I hope will be a good deal of your 
time. 

RUSK: Well, thank you very much, Barbara. I'm delighted to be here; 

I'm a great fan of yours and of the TODAY program. . . I wake up with it 
every day and have for years, have a great regard for it; it's a first class 
program . 

WALTERS: Mr. Secretary, in a recent Newsweek article, an inside story 
is brought to light regarding the President's decision to halt the bombing in 
Vietnam and what turned out to be his speech saying he would not run again 
for President. In the article, it is said that his original speech, some 83 
hours before he made the speech, was the most hawkish yet, that it had 
your approval and high regard, that it cqllcd for very large escalation of 
the war, and the sending of some 200,000 additional troops; and that it 
was Secretary of Defense Clark Cliff ord who refuted this and convinced 
the President to change his personal course and the course of history. Are 
those the facts as you knmv them ? 

RUSK: Well, as you reflect , the facts as stated in that story, they're just 
not true. In the first place, I myself recommended on March 3rd and 
March 5th that we prepare for a bombing halt in Vietnam. At no time ipas I 
ever in favor of an addition of 200, 000 troops in Vietnam . When we were ' 
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working on the final draft of the President's speech, ive obviously tv ere 
not going to put into that speech decisions which the President himself had 
not personally made. And it tvas not until he made the decision to take 
the partial bombing halt March 3 1st that that was incorporated in his speech 
of March 31st. Notv, the interesting thing to me about this Newstveek 
article is that no one in Newsweek talked to me about it. You would 
suppose that if they were putting words in my mouth or thoughts in my 
mind, that somebody could have picked up the telephone and spent 30 
seconds asking me about it, or someone could come out to interview me. This 
did not occur. So I'm not surprised that this point of fact ivas grossly 
distorted. 

WALTERS: Was there indeed a discussion in your office, in which Clark 
Clifford brought up and implored the President to change his point of view, 
and did indeed change the President's . . ... ... 

RUSK: I don’t recall that, myself; I can't recall any occasion in which 

4 

Secretary Clifford and I wrestled on the rug in front of the President. The 
President and the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense met 
frequently, alone, the three of them . I never Itad any impression we came 
out of those meetings except on a basis of agreement . And this attempt to ' 
build up a great ccmtretemps between Secretary Clifford and myself 
simply doesn't fit the facts as I recall them. And I think Secretary Clifford 
and the President both would confirm that. 

WALTERS: President Nixon is now wrestling with the pros and cons of 
resumed. . .resuming bombing in Vietnam.'. What is your opinion -in this ? 
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RUSK: I have a rather personal difficulty because I do feel that it's not 
for me, having so recently left office to look over the shoulders of my 
successor and offer him unsolicited advice from the sidelines . This is a 
very serious problem because there’s no question whatever that when we 
stop the bombing on October 31st, it was clearly understood and a major 
premise of stopping the bombing was that three facts of life ivoidd be 
recognized. One, that the South Vietnamese would be admitted to the 
conference table, secondly that the major cities of South Vietnam woidd 
not be subjected to rocket and other forms of attack, and third that the 
demilitarized zone would not be abused. Now if these. . . to the extent that 
these conditions are being flaunted by the North Vietnamese, then one of 
the underlying purposes of conditions in which we stopped the bombing 
would be frustrated. That gives the new administration some very serious 
questions that they are now in the process of trying to resolve. I hope 
you'll forgive me if I don't try to advise them at this point. 

WALTERS: Mr. Secretary, during your eight years in office, you saw 
close friends and colleagues turn against your views on Vietnam, and yet 
you held steadfast to those views. Is this because you have the facts 
that other people did not have ? 

RUSK: I don't think that it's just a question of facts, although facts can get 
terribly distorted in the debate on a matter of this sort. I think part of 
it is the sober , :ihs- examination of all of the consequences of the alternatives 
that were open to us. Now when you look at the great alternatives open to 
us in Vietnam, make it into a bigger war, do about what we're trying to do, 



or pull out, broadly speaking the overwhelming majority of the American 
people are in favor of the middle course. We ivere never under pressures 
to make it into a big ivar, significant pressure . And ive were never under 
pressure just to pull out and abandon Southeast Asia. Those were minor 
and inconsequential in character . We were debating about the middle ground. 
How best to handle the attempt to produce a residt in Southeast Asia that 
was reasonable ami fair and just and consistent with the need to maintain 
peace. With the minimum cost and with the minimum agony. And there 
can be honest differences of opinion on those matters . But these are not 
easy questions, and one has to approach them on one's knees, (hie can 
never be absolutely sure that you're right in a judgement made of this 
sort. But those ivho carry the heavy responsibilities of government, now 
in the new administration, have to do what they can in the light of all the 
facts they have in front of them, the alternatives that give them their 
choices. And hope that the story comes out ivell. More cannot be expected 
from frail human beings -- we're all frail human beings. 

WALTERS: While we’re talking about Vietnam, why do you think it was 
so difficult for President Johnson to get through to the American public 
his views, your views about the Vietnam situation ? The public seemed to 
turn more and more against the administration principles . 

RUSK: I'm not sure what the historians will eventually say. on that poind. ' 
Because as I have said on other occasions, we never felt under any pressure 
to make this into a larger war. We never felt under any significant pressure 
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simply to abandon Southeast Asia. The broad middle course which we 
were on seemed to have more approval than any of the three main alternatives 
with tvhich we ivere faced. There was a lot of debate and wrangling inside 
this middle alternative about details. But from the general strategic point 
of vieiv, there were not sharp divisions among the American people. And 
when you sample not just a few metropolitan newspapers but neivspapers right 
across the country, including the weeklies , and when you looked at the mail. . . 
not just some of the most prominent mail but the steady mail that comes 
in from ordinary citizens all over the country, I never got the impression 
that the American people were refusing to support the effort in Southeast 
Asia. - 

WALTERS: Mr. Secretary , there are many people ivho do believe that it 
was the continuation of the Vietnam war which toppled Lyndon Johnson, 
which made him decide not to run again. Is this not your view ? 

RUSK: It is not my view because -- I had the privilege of talking with him 
about that matter, oh, a year before he actually announced his final decision. 
There were other factors involved . I think that he did realize that if he 
could move dramatically toward a peaceful settlement in Vietnam he could ■' 
do so more easily if he were not involved in a partisan competition, and 
that in that sense he freed himself when he announced that he was not / 
running for office again. I think there were other considerations in his 
mind which led him to the- final conclusion. - 

WALTERS: Coidd you let us in on some of them ? 
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RUSK: Well, I think one, for example, is that no vice president had succeeded 

to the office of President and run for two additional terms. And I think 

he was aivare of that Constitutional tradition that had somehow grown up 

in our system. And there were perhaps other personal considerations 

that I prefer not to go into, hut after all, it is the most aivesome and 

burdensome and compelling and demanding job in the world. And if I 

feel in my limited and partial sense a sense of relief not to, be Secretary 

of Stage, what a sense of relief he must feel in not being President, 

WALTERS j But if the decisions were based on partly Constitutional and 

partly personal and partly seemed to imply health reasons, emotional 

reasons, jthen why was everyone so amazed that he came to this decision? 

If, indeecl, you had discussed something similar with him a year earlier ? 

! • 

RUSK: Because he kept his counsel on it. And most people just assumed, I 
suppose, that he ivould inevitably run again. But he -- he did not discuss 
it at all publicly during all of that period ." But came to his conclusion on 
the basis of all the factors involved, and as soon as he came to his final 
concltision, he announced it. I think it caught a good many people by surprise, 
but should not have caught so many people by surprise as in fact it did. 
WALTERS: And you feel it was not an impulsive 

RUSK: It was not an impulsive matter at all, that I'm quite positive about. / 

• '» » ' / 

WALTERS: Were you surprised? . 

RUSK: Not at the time, because there had been some discussion of it before. 



